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Honorable John M. Hibehsll 
&tfcern»y Osneral of - the Halted. Stetes 
Washington, *). 0. . ; 

y • ; ■ - r . j ‘ 

Peer Kr* Mitchells j • 

' 'V.- " • ' •■ ’ . • ■ ■ ■ • ■ ; .• 

\-iar& 1 to- swear f»Xsely under oath op to deceive, misrepresent end 
etfcojtpt to misinform op ssialesd &; judge la jfodcrfiX court, youp de- 
partment could sad would pro a a out# tso. &r# thee* .things no l oaa' 
reprehens Ibl® , is p@pju.rj no loss a orlsas, when eou&itted by fitter- 
nays for jour d©parta#nt? 

C.a throe different occasions, ■ your* d@pa.i*tr*©at baa filed motions cIbIks- 
iag Civil Action So* 718-7$ is moot bee® use, la the words of the esc-st- 
recent one, filed lest Friday in response to an order issued fey vbiaf 
Jddgs IMoerd M# Qurrsn of the Federal D1 strict .Court for the District 
of Columbia, !f plaintiff fees btssn given eoossa to the papers requested 
ia this publics informs t ion suit end therefor# this' esse is mot”* 

Kow, under this lew, I <m entitled to sad caked end paid for copies 
of Items in this file which, m of this writing, despite the direct 
order of Judge ’ Curran, have not beta, given m. . :?or dope such a opbo 
be corns moot on the as re premij?# of the showing of documents to & 
plaintiff* — 

Appended to this action were severe! documents* On# . is the affidavit 
of your attorney, David J. Andereon, Forsgreph £ concludes with ref- 
erence- to your Key 6, 1970, latter, "A true copy of this letter is 
attached hereto and Is Exhibit 1 end asd# part hereof,* 

Exhibit 1 1# not & "true copy”, Xfc I® «n edited copy, the editing be- 
ing accemplifihSa by masking that it visible • in • the . copying, Xe m% 
th# Chief Judge - of the Federal District Court for the District of Co- 
lumbia entitled to the .intelligent# removed from’ your copy of this 
letter, espeeielly when, under oath. It Is described to hire as true 
.copy*? If this alteration has been performed on ell - departments! 
copies of this letter, I will be 1 *s $>py t# supply whet has been re- 
moved » (Exhibit 3# also described e# H s true copy*** is edited in tbs 
sans fashion*) - ! - . 

Paragraph 4 Is designed feo. sBlereprosent ©nd to deceive,. It states 
that I did two things for .the first .tins in a letter of June z, M wrote 
to on official of the Department requesting notification tfcsfc ho (I) 
hiid^beea given ©case a to ell the papers Involved in this action and 
£ur~uher- requested to see the file cover in which the documents had 
been kept**, . 

X did not, then or ever. Just "request* to this file cover. 
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! Sji^ 10 ?**** is tot 1 Md oarlie* 

!*•<* ££& givm* Tho ukmum.~ 

SfJ*!*??* te^to Deputy ««b» is 

*s&a doXiv«peo to mpim to to end to ubosi S im& 

■imt paragraph tetuaXly mda, , 4 ■ 

flw ?? i»F*r® againat to list, j sim to 

^ i‘f • «i«pi» i .tu, iX«i3 5r ILtt ? s s 

s ar H * ^ towm r!ia *** 

rnwsta, dalivarad in writing: ton i Ixeai S£%5S*?*?r* P*® Initial 
*•»«** AasUtaat Attorney Qo!»n 1 c.*l BaSle? ^LS?! i? Ma J* ** 

ni»£tfs »£ t jf s ssKrf 6 i, t ^ 9 K 8 s^ss ittdi •*- 

b S ^ t&M ss? T? ot 

tods by othar of Ms. Xottoro alaa*.^ 15 ^ otoblitod es 

^arwgmpSi 7 bsgiasi *0a AM(Ot ill , i®?* «<**;&«» • 

•ttoj-noy th*t i copy of «Iw fli3 oow'hlS'bISS wl!!? PXsinMp 

§iiig,s tass iso isot £%%® ooror ©ri ®©p*r ©£■ eueh. fii# »««,*,<}» 4j',*v A ’* ^ 

’ located* ©arllor* ** *■ oov® 3 ? ben b@@a 

hands of *£f *“• «®«f Itself in tm 

?f u. $5} Mj^rLTt! '3? SSt I? 

ths dep&rtw&afc tasdo other to Bepeafcedly, 

tol * fil8 “"*• *»*>**■« ro^„nL\tZ*LY« 

dSLf , *f&u^sL^ x ^r stir 

to plaintiff ©a August ll/lWO^P f 4 fila W4SS delivered 
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y,ls BQ$ <s®livsss »©4 
■ w b 7 Hr. Adderooa. He did 
gxv© it to tM judgo to g 
oopy* tli© uafsitMuXuaiia; 
tlM e&orftotor ©r the lei* 
tries being rendered eat 




sesife#ne®, its to de- 



It, uor 41d he d&ro 
lt^®s an unfaithful 

©hsn&o b^r, ^ T 

in one ©£ to en- 



Hr. Kitahsll -3 : : 

^, P S r iSf 1 f? a PB?” °i «- lE «rrunvlt is further disclosed by 
tS-*d?ta wo, wfcich Is subsequent to 

S-ni.f?! XI :** delivery* end to that of tha 

August 14 affidavit* $his lotted which Is otherwise falsa In its 

o«n nghw, in &n -effort to disguise tMa perjury, begins. ’’Pursuant 
to vour dismiss wi «•>* . *TV , r? t * “!§*“» xursuarw 




i,ttor been written under oath, it *l£ would tovTtoea pcrjwioto? 



biurrsd on the oriil^irs-^bl^a^io^'.oX^^ooauol 
©xasirse t£©a will disclose, is not ‘blurred on bh$ original* 

P ar 3 ^i©to* 2*8*8 graph 8 is clearly designed to misrepresent 

end to d«aelv« to* Court. It beglne, «Xa the August 11 conwIStloa 
between affiant and plaintiff’s attorney, the latter indicated that 
^la*nfeiff desired & copy of one of the photographs which ware ©xsong 
referred to in paragraphs £l»a4 3. shove.” It was not 




equossec cthor photographs also# j . When I was, two weeks later, la- 
iorn5u unat -the supplying of ttos© photographs would require an ©adi- 




*?.«>» court by you aad'iS ^HiiSd'kV^lSnr^; SiSfof 
whicn I requested espies. ^ 0i 

her© again the misrepresentation »© ala© perpetrated 1 a court, to 
r?f\ a ^*&ce, whoa Kr* Anderson told him that this request end 
in«u for the cover of the file wore made later by 350 • 

in© intent to deceive never ond^d. Ear® arc more examples* 

In Mr. Sardloy’s June 26 letter, to a&ys of this file, cover, the 

/ji-y on© I personally stowed him Ijn hie secretary*® of floe, the 

very on® he than said ha would not; copy end provide, ”.*. th© turners 

©xsj.inea- by Hr. Woisberg wore contained in a pleia unmarked fii« P 

* VAU f* *• **• therefore unaware of what fils folder Mr. ttolsberp 
has in islnd* ’ w 

Sutler data of July 30, Mr. Eardley wrote, *X ®m enclosing a ccdt 
oi y* 1 ® only «oeoro*»n file cover which w® have been able to locate 
... , tto one ho tola in hie hand In May. 

?l re ?o?^ f accurately Mjftiot Mr. Sard ley *s letter of Juno 

to which it refers as ■Advising hiss (meaning my attorney) 
fcaPw plaint if i tod. boon given a cases to all documents which wore the 
subject of tins action”. Utot that letter SSI 

only what, with this history of detoptlca, deliberate falsehood and 
*ix$ representation, is unacceptable. Mr. Bsrdloy wrote. n l have tr^n 
assured by individuals in this dop^rtm.nt Sto tovc f s 

y?jzv*?> ? z 1 *** tim * *?• *•*«*?* h»» boon g s« sis^to iSi Si 

papers which to requested in his conplalnt. 3 ' 




Mr. Hltohell * 4 '! 

l requested Is precisely what Ms*. Eert ley had told mo would not 
ho provided and was not provided# la .response to mj written Hay re- 
quest or Judge Curran* e August 1Z order. In Hay, I also asked Hr. 
ilq rdley that# since he had no personal knowledge* this letter be 
written by whichever person has ousted or the file In question. 

He rare no a by Mr. Eartley to ”fll6” in the singular whoa the depart-- 
man% has $302*0 then a single til* (although it bsgon by denying it 
h?.d any), ©specially with the history of inaccuracy that taints ©vary 
coasouiaoetloa,, particularly those ox" Hr. Bartley himself, the !, ©ssur- 
® nao , of his Juno 26 letter it# «t host# ee&ainglese. My dissstis- • 
faction is not diminished by- Its ova si venose nor by his earlier 
statement that this proper' request would be refused. 

Moreover, I believe your department is la coats opt of court. ' On 
Au c ,u“ t Id, Judge Curran ordered that what had been withheld from ms 
06 delivered within 0x20 week, (tith respect to the photograph, the 
copying of which the judge said would take but minutes, Mr. Ati&drsoa 
to*d to® judge it had (juafe been given Hr. And arson the previous af- 
ternoon by the deputy Attorney General. Hot only was it and t he 
true sad legible copy of the file cover not delivered to me within 
v^iis btifc A&tJ&iat? feo fe© An, oo&t&cspts ciispXy &rs<2 openly j*#*. 

corded la the conclusion of Mr. Esrdl©y«s letter of August l?s 

V/s have dolivorad the photograph which Hr. Eeisburg (sic) 
requested to tha Deputy Attorney Goncrsl*® office to have it ' 
reproduced. It will bo forwarded to you shortly. 

* • j - 

ftius, it is elear - that the department is unconcerned by the order of 
Judge Curron, which tyse that this bo accomplished promptly, in any 
event, within one ■week* flic shuffling of the photograph I® but sn- 
owier device to stall. The latter was not delivered until after one 
week had passed. 

la addition, if this language Is otherwise secure be, It represents 
xoss than I asked for and am entitled to. If the Department Is going 
to make © copy of whatever version of this photograph it ©loots, and 
tnoro ere savers! different copies* in this on© file slono, it will be 
ms king a copy that, whether or not by intent, will be less clear than 

pQS8jL&X& + ' 1&& ' JfVQTR WfltCtl bhJiB phOtO^VOptl 

wes printed. The noodles s making of a negative from the print will 
recuse clarity* I would prefer and I expected that the print X paid 
icr fca ©ad© directly from the original negative, which the department 
lias an© which is normal* 

Mow, werelj, in contempt, your department would toko action against 
ri^^eiic I would b© punished. How ©as punish©# © government department 
I^do aot know* X do know that punishment oca b© administered to in- 
dividual©, for contempt as for perjury. I believe it is no loss than 
proper to ask end aspect that the Department of Justice see to it 
?*. ** us that those guilty of perjury end contempt, ©van 
if its employes, bo treated. Ilk© ell other citisona snd aloe* bo pun- 
ishefl,. if this Is not done, is there ” equal justice under law”? Is 
trier® to bo impunity for crime by th$ department and its officials? 

*Isw end order”. Ilk© charity, should begin at home. 




Kr. K1 fcoha 11 -,5 ’ 

lu-ur dapartwaat hf*Ji violated the ley £03? & y©.®.r g-iid a half* h-r 
e,ver ® x psolo#jt .appealed to it, tegiimi&g tfifch fcho 1 i 

ra„ r SSi b&fc “ 6 l^"ul£L^l„ s 

r_ op .ii ociiwS'npt or a Jtt&ga add Mat ordsr. Ons of the coaseauan^n 

' fc?4'r a in°v?^\f oo-fc, ia actual oSto^SML 

I™ } a K t T\ 4 ?T SylQS cf ^ w^tina. Aside 

f^QP M 1 t s!a 1 believe ©snnot b© ether than pur- 
^Dv^rui, tw-^a-o .talng© are mad. *ap»: intruded. fjjoy ©r© iaoronsr *ma 

*« »■ •£%**? 

T hi ft suit was caused by toss© urosjgful tilings bsr your d sssps^nfe 
30 you «!»!,„«« uaaer.t«iid, te.MSetardSjlSjJSt Ssdi? 

.initially by false stateacuts sad rai«? representations .. first that 

you bad no sucj papers when you, in fact, hSSIupUcatf S^i^Ka 
by^ insisting thss® wore required to be withhold. under tha risatiot&d 

i*?£- Sieii f C h^ P °? SCr i U ?%' fslied t0 raapaad to the prescribed %t 
w J ACla I fesw *lraadjr delayed la order feo give ilrv Slci«d«©n 3 t a 

S^“° ‘LS'SSS*^ ia<st r slvabla *“»*• & ui V 

Jitm’itS tf t iLf a Jsdi 5> ?“ 1 Ba ! EOO J* I0a rul!Scl that 1 s * ould b « 
m fc S L ^ t *** **v require a be sad$ available to a, After 

*“!f so rui f d » y®«r departnaat a tailed by one «air-don>anias doviaa 

rows s fc0d3E * ,> uitioately a tip. denied use throe parts of ssy 

Washington required 'by these sets hotel 
iv‘ ,s fea * n 1500 stiles of 1 driving sad about '$55*00 la psrk- 

As J c,<> *&• time-; required by so ssuab unneceacary - 

n t* tb ^ a 16 a *y® so £f 8 ta* 

,* ess* X think it only fair thajb you rbturo these costs to m a. 
nlle&ge at the going dopart&cwntal: rat© and the days at the re bee 
E VaaHtoRboa Poafcifor one of «y efperLSL &?«.- 

Sttle thi 9 d T 5 t g ?* b5r d ?l a ? ias F bock is °* ® »»• ©ubjeotlva 
folftl 1 ^ ia fair «»* reasonable counsel 

*>tought ’*»» ho provision for the 
-?f **S£® d ®* Others, X hsva no doubt, do. Hatter than ccn« 
^Stura ?S I ‘abggaat to you that s proper 

S-il fS tv%® S£ 3 ?^t auilS3 , fc0 f 03 ^’* 3 itttvgrlty to your deport* 

e’?«vi?tod ®^ fcfcer "* ,owX6 ^ to it that EMee- diraaes era 



Yours truly,' 



Horold 




